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Sir: 

This is a R^piy Brief to the Answer dated A|jfil 16, 2009, the period tor 
response to whieh extends UEtil June 16, 2009. 

INtRODUCTIQH 

The Answer suggests that the applicant has not pointed out the deficieBcy 
in Przekop.' Howeyer. the Examiner's argument is basied on the pretBise that the 



While the Answer suggests the applicant nowhere points out the deficiency of 
Przekop in the first paragraph of section (10)(B), the Answer goes on in the 
second paragrapii to discuss the deliciencv identilied by the applicant. The 
Answer's snggestioii that the appiicant has not outlined a deficiency is 
misleading and incorrect. Simply put, the Exammer does not agree with the 
applicant's position, hence the sppeai. 
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terms "electronic transcript. flies" and "electronic exhibit files" are synonyms. 
By concitiding that the electronic transcriptiiles and the eiectronic exhibits tiles 
contain the same information (textual information and the corresppn<£ling 
andio/vide© filel;^: the Answer states that synchtoiiiaing the aadio/video lile :wlth 
the textisal represesitatittri of tie aiidid/videio file is shown by Przelcop, Ho^c's^ery 
the coilapsing an electronic transcript file (whether textual or aiKiio.''v?deci) and 
the electronic exhibit tile into a generic file that may contain the same 
information (althoi^gh the informatipn is in a different medium (aEdio/video vs. 
textual) J the answer is iiot properiy i»terpret|Q| the claim and argument Is 
laacciirat^;. The eijaims; clearly Identifies the two different types of eiectrGnic 
liles.^ It is implicit lhat these separately identified eileet^onie fibs cpntain at 
least parilally different mfbrmatioh. To constrae otherwise woiild lack any basis 
in logic or fact. Accordingly, this Reply i$ respectfully siibmitted to ciaxify' 
certain points for the Board, 

As clearly defined in the specification: 

During a eoisrt proceeding such as a deposition^ hearingy trial or 
other proceeding, conrt reporters transcribe the wptds spoken Ihtd 

court transcripts. Oftentimes, during court proceedings, various: 
exhibits, such as documents, pict:area» mapSj charls, or Ibe like, are 
used or referred to, 

(l>a|e t, tinei 10-14,) 

Accordingly, a transcript and an exhihit are, by definition, documents containing 
different information. The audio/video file of Przekop is simply a different 
inedium in whicb the electronic transcript file is stored (i.e., aivaudlo/videi^^ file 
instead of a textual fiie^. Thus, as in. implicit in the statement, there is no 
coprdinatlon hetween the infotmtatioh stored in the elec^ transcript file atid 

'Die applicant wouid be willing to amend the application claims lo specifically 
recite the feature the Answer appears to indicate is nalssings although the 
applicant submits such an amendment is not neGessary and redt^ndant fo; the 
actual language of the claim, 



the electronic exhibit file other than, perhaps the title. The actual 4ata containe(.i 
ih th^ electronic exhiMt Hie is nM coirtatneEl in the eiectroiijc traascript lle 
(regardless of whether the el ectrpfaip transc^ript file i;^ '4 lextual fil^ tsr an audio 
■vi&o file). Gtsnverseijf, the electronic audi<)/video; file of the transcription antl 
the textual eieetrdhic fil.e of the transcriptioii ate ispecifjeallj^ coordinated by the 
spoken word matching ihe lextual word. The two files: may be cdnsidered linked 
in a sense that they are coordinated, and a reference to a time stamp in the 
textual file m^y be tised to identify thatponion: of the audio/video file that 
corfespdiids to the textual file, m the normal course the iextnai eiectronic file <>f 
the transcnption ?EiM the audio/video file of the traaseriptios are typiealiy 
referred to as sytiehrpnized such Ihs^ the stidio/vid^o file plays ih 
sysiciironizatii&n with the t file. In faetj PrEekop specilically calls out that 
the audio/ video file and the textual file are synchronized. To the extent links are 
provided, the links are simply to facilitate the synchronization of the two illes, 
Gon^erseiy^ the preisem claims rei ate to iinking between two separate iypes of 
information, "an electroijie trahscript file" and "ah eiectronie exhibit file". 
There is ISO specific correlation bety^een the information contained in the 
electrdiiic transcript ille and the electronic exMbit file, again with perhaps the 
exception of the title. 

Moreover, tinlike Brzekop, which synchrohizeS: the two flies such that the 
atidio/^ideo iblectrbhie file and the textual electromc file play in synch. The 
preheat ciyms providi^s a#^a0s to view the electronic exhibit file While the 
eiectronic traniscription file scrolls, t$ paused, or thfe like. 

The Answer takes the; ppsition that the audio/video of the deposition will 
potentially show the; e?£hiMt that is presented. While it Is possible the 
audio/video file iriay shoW the exhibit, l^e audio/video file <l«>8s not provide a 
ineaas on the coiapater readal>le medium to; view the one or iiiqre electronic 
exhibit flies. It is speculation regarding whether the exhibit wottid be legiMe on 
the audio/video. 
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CONCLUSION AMD REQUEST 



Based on the above and the previousiy filed papers, claims 1-6, 9-14 
20 and 34-37 axe patentably distmci from the cited reference. Accordingly, 
feversal of the Exammer's final rejeetion of ciaims 1-19 and 21-25 , under 3 
y.S.C!, I i02Cb) as feeiiig 3istieipate<i by tise Przecop, et ai. refejence, is 
resiiectluliy requested for th^^ reasons, 

S i giiedihis i 4th day of May 2009. 

Respectiiully submittedj. , 
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